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The amendment of 5/16/03 canceled claims 12-14 and 19,- am.ended 
claims 1, 5, 15 and 18, and added new claims 21 and 22. 

Claims examined on the merits are 1-11, 15-18 and 20-22 which are 
all claims in the application. 
5 The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in 

this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
Claim 1-11, 15-18 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
10 distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

The claims are confusing and unclear by claim 1 requiring a 
cellulosic sponge material and claim 5 requiring the sponge material to a 
polymer made of cellulose or agarose. If the sponge material can be made 
15 of agarose, the meaning and scope of "cellulosic" in claim 1 is uncertain 

csxii^c UJ-ic: iiwj-iiicij. iii^diA-i-xx^j \_ _i_ j_ J. w w J. w — — ^ 

Claim 5 is confusing and unclear by requiring the polymer of the 
sponge material to be cellulose or agarose since claim 1 limits the 
polymer to cellulose by requiring a "cellulosic" sponge material. 
20 Response to Arguments 

Applicants state that the specification discloses that cellulosic 
sponge material is typically a naturally-occurring polymer such as 
cellulose or agarose. However, a cellulosic sponge cannot be made from 
agarose since "cellulosic" requires the sponge to be made from cellulose. 
25 See enclosed page 220 from Webster's Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary 
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defining "cellulosic" as related to or made from, cellulose. Agarose is 
not cellulose, and a cellulosic sponge cannot be made from agarose. The 
specification may not define terms in a way that is contrary to their 
- known and acc e pted d e finit i on so as to be misleading ^^n d r e sult in ^ — 



5 confusion as to the invention claimed. Since a cellulosic sponge has to 
be made of cellulose, claim 5 does not further limit claim 1 when the 
polymer is cellulose, and requiring agarose as the polymer broadens claim 
1 to include a material other than cellulose. A dependent claims must 
further limit the claim on which it depends. 

10 If the sponge material is intended to be made of cellulose or 

agarose, the following amendments are suggested to overcome the above 
rejection. 

Claim 1, 

line 2 cancel ''cellulosic", and after ''material" insert made from 
15 cellulose or agarose --, 

line 4, after "material" insert made from cellulose or agarose -- 

Claim 5 , limit the claim to only cellulose or agarose and delete the 
20 other, and in an added dependent claim, claim the one deleted. 
The claims are free of the prior art. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set 
25 to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the 
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event a first reply is filed v/ithin TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of 
this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the 
end of the THREE -MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened 

5 and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from 
the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing- 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 

10 from the examiner should be directed to David M. Naff whose telephone 
number is (703) 308-0520. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday- Thursday and every other Friday from about 8:30 AM to about 6:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, a 
15 message can be left on voice mail. 



examiner's supervisor, Mike Wityshyn, can be reached at telephone number 
(703) 308-4743. 

The fax phone number is (703) 872-9306 before final rejection or 
20 (703) 872-9307 after final rejection. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 308-0196. 
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